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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 2009 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S175923 A125813 First Appellate District, Div. 3 SEMICONDUCTOR  

   MANUFACTURING  

   INTERNATIONAL  

   CORPORATION v. S.C.  

   (TSMC NORTH AMERICA) 

 Petition for review & application for stay denied 

 Werdegar, J., was recused and did not participate. 

 

 

 S033901   PEOPLE v. THOMPSON  

   (CATHERINE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender Gail R. 

Weinheimer’s representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by March 15, 

2010, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to  

November 3, 2009.  After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 135 additional 

days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S048763   PEOPLE v. NELSON (SERGIO  

   DUJUAN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender Joseph E. Chabot’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by March 5, 2010, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to November 3, 2009.  After 

that date, only two further extensions totaling about 120 additional days will be granted. 

 

 

 S068230   PEOPLE v. BUTLER  

   (RAYMOND OSCAR) 

 Extension of time denied 

 The motion for an extension of time to file appellant’s supplemental reply brief is denied. 
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 S076340   PEOPLE v. NGUYEN (LAM  

   THANH) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Richard C. Neuhoff’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 2009, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to October 26, 2009.  After that date, only 

one further extension totaling about 60 additional days will be granted. 

 

 

 S077524   PEOPLE v. SALAZAR  

   (MAGDALENO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Ellen J. Eggers’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by June 30, 2010, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to November 3, 2009.  After 

that date, only four further extensions totaling about 240 additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S083446   PEOPLE v. WILSON  

   (BRANDON H.) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Susan L. Wolk’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by March 31, 2010, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to November 3, 2009.  After that date, only 

three further extensions totaling about 150 additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S087569   PEOPLE v. SANCHEZ (JUAN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender John Fresquez’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 2011, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to November 3, 2009.  After 

that date, only 13 further extensions totaling about 760 additional days will be granted. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S099770   PEOPLE v. COOPER (LEON  

   CHAUNCEY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Karen Hamilton’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by March 1, 2010, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to November 3, 2009.  After 
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that date, only two further extensions totaling about 120 additional days are contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S102166   PEOPLE v. SIMON  

   (RICHARD NATHAN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Kimberly J. Grove’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by October 31, 2009, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to November 2, 2009.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 30 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S120583   PEOPLE v. CAGE (MICKY  

   RAY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Appellant’s request for relief from default is granted. 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to October 5, 2009. 

 

 

 S139789   HARRIS (MAURICE  

   LYDELL) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Rama R. Maline’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas 

corpus by January 28, 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that 

document is granted to October 30, 2009.  After that date, only two further extensions totaling 

about 90 additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S160814   VIRGIL (LESTER WAYNE)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Manuel J. Baglanis’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by 

May 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to 

November 2, 2009.  After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 180 additional 

days are contemplated. 

 



 

 

SAN FRANCISCO SEPTEMBER 2, 2009 1569 

 

 

 S165906 B204354 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 HAWORTH (RANDAL D.) v.  

   S.C. (OSSAKOW) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of The Consumer Attorneys of California and good cause appearing, it is ordered 

that the time to serve and file an application for permission to file an amicus curiae brief is 

extended to September 11, 2009. 

 

 

 S169422   CAMPODONICA (DAREN  

   DEWANE) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the reply to the informal response is extended to September 30, 2009. 

 

 

 S175532   UTILITY CONSUMERS’  

   ACTION NETWORK v.  

   CALIFORNIA PUBLIC  

   UTILITIES COMMISSION  

   (SAN DIEGO GAS &  

   ELECTRIC COMPANY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of real parties in interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to 

serve and file real parties in interest’s answers to both petitions for writs of review is hereby 

extended to 35 days from the date the Fourth District Court of Appeal resolves the Public Utility 

Commission’s transfer request. 

 

 

 S136800   PEOPLE v. MORALES  

   (ALFONSO IGNACIO) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Diane E. Berley is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant Alfonso Ignacio Morales for the direct appeal in the above automatic appeal 

now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S137730   PEOPLE v. POWELL (TROY  

   LINCOLN) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 In California, a criminal defendant has no right to represent himself or herself on appeal.  (People 

v. Scott (1998) 64 Cal.App.4th 550; see also Martinez v. Court of Appeal of Cal., Fourth 

Appellate Dist. (2000) 528 U.S. 152.)  On the court’s own motion, R. Clayton Seaman, Jr., is 

hereby appointed to represent appellant Troy Lincoln Powell for the direct appeal in the above 
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automatic appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S173359 D052722 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. COON (JAMES  

   DALE) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Victoria S. Cole is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court.  Appellant’s brief on the merits must 

be served and filed on or before thirty (30) days from the date of this order. 

 

 

 S173376 E043986 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. SHADY, JR., (LEO  

   NICK) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Rudy Kraft is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S173490 B207812 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 PEOPLE v. ZAMBIA (JOMO) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Vanessa Place is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 Appellant’s brief on the merits must be served and filed on or before thirty (30) days from the date 

of this order. 

 

 

 S175771   JACKSON (MICHAEL) v. S.C.  

   (SCHWARZENEGGER) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 The above entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 

 BAR MISC. 4186  IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE 

   OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA 

   FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 883) 

 The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who 

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be 

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to 

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place: 

 (SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.) 
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 BAR MISC. 4186  IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE 

   OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA 

   FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 884) 

 The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who 

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be 

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to 

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place: 

 (SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.) 
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SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

ORAL ARGUMENT CALENDAR 

LOS ANGELES SESSION 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 6, 2009 

 

 

 The following cases are placed upon the calendar of the Supreme Court for hearing at its 

courtroom in the Ronald Reagan State Office Building, 300 South Spring Street, Third Floor, 

North Tower, Los Angeles, California, on Tuesday, October 6, 2009. 

 

 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 6, 2009—9:00 A.M. 

 

S157341 Lexin et al. v. Superior Court of San Diego County 

 (The People, Real Party in Interest) 

S156598 Brown, Winfield & Canzoneri, Inc. v. Superior Court of Los 

 Angeles County (Great American Ins. Co., Real Party in Interest) 

S155556 In re Phoenix H. et al. 

 

 

1:30 P.M. 

 

S166894 People v. Johnson (Timothy) 

S068230 People v. Butler (Raymond Oscar) [Automatic Appeal] 

S054774 People v. Taylor (Keith Desmond) [Automatic Appeal] 

 

 

 

 

     GEORGE   

  Chief Justice 

 

 

 If exhibits are to be transmitted to this court, counsel must apply to the court for 

permission.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.224(c).) 

 

 

 



 

 

 

  

 


